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W Tw hard b 1yt
s e consenene of this
ol nat o we ahiouwld have
tare delenar, fewer Federal
Luere Federsl money speant
G5 puresueracy shd inore
o cunatituents.

. . Led b sed eeveral Independent
Leocbeandlence--shummuing, I suppose,
Sl tlhey regard as the party hacks.
« lndependent voters play a fasei-
wein our form of government. They
real part 1o politica until the time
©: plek ‘the beat man regardless of
= the saylrg goes. Maanwhile, they
- w6 crililge the medloerity of perty

- aked tne candidates (it produces,
frae noble indepeudents don’t sully
coeleen by working at politics to develop
caltie s und programs that would mee
o gl standards, .
“el., you have been good to llsten to me
4 soul throwloeg your dessert plates, I
“too. slibeide now and attond a private mest-
v ymtaire with some toonl statestmen who
“ontome o redure taxes, hold down postal
increase mail deliverios, get mare Fed-

©w congracts for the diatrict, build s hridge

s drendge the harbor, and get the mayor a
Mton Washington, or anywhere. Good

tirht

- Edward Hunter on Fulbright
Metmorandum )

FXTENSION OF REMARKS
r

HON. JOHN H. ROUSSELOT

OF CALIFORNIA
INCTHE HOUSBE QF REVRESENTATIVES
ruesday, February 6, 1962
Mroo ROUSSELOT. Mr. Spesker,

Cix.ence Manlon, o former dean of the

sScaoul of Law at Notre Dame Unlversity,

recently had Edward Hunter es a guest

on hit weekly radio program “The

Manien Forum.” Huater, an expert on

Jemmunist brainwashing who has testi-

e ou several occastons before the Sen-

b Internal  Becurity Subcommitiee,

made some comunents concerning the

‘Fulbright Memorandum® which I think

shaulr be brought to the ettention of

Cotpress,  Under unanimous consent, 1

nclude his comments in the Appendix of

tie CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
. The article follown:

Mi. Enwart HUNTRR-—~FULERIGHT MEMORAM-
"M AN INBIDE JOB—WITH DIsAsTROUS POg-
SLLILTTIRS .
Uronn MawToN: Last July 11, tn an execu-
~osesston, the Internal Security Suboom-

ti.ree of the United States Benste inter-

Cooved Mr. Edward Hunter. The subject dis-

c.needd wus the current drive to smear ani

Lecredit antfcornnmunism  and  anticom-

i ist organizutions which had been ordered

by the World Convention of Communist

I viieg 10 Moscow on December §, 1960,
Soter Lbls directive agalnst anti-Com-

Hednists was reiterated by the Soviet Com-

tundst Darty on last July 29, the Sepate

socurity Subcommittee printed and reloased

Moo Hurnter's testimony ta the newspapers

wiad ta the public on August 27, This is &

«timeal document which every patriottc
<t should read carefully and com-

LR LA Y
Cte witnesy, Edward Hunter, has beea a
rerowored farelgn correspondent for Amerie
HewsDupery for 40 years.  Hia special
Cd D nvestizalion hias been “Cornununist
Vol phrese cotued by Mr.
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Wunter hilnell "¢ deseribe  an inyulved
Iychologleal procea whilch s an lraportang
weapon i the Cuininunilat conguest

Mr. Edward Hunter fs with me bere at
this nucruphonoe uow tw describe the &0~
called Fuidbright memoranduin as that ducu-
ment télutes tu the Soviet-directed drive
agalnst effective anti-Communist teaching
and organization. This distingulzhed au-
thar and world reporter has been our guest
on a previous occaslon, (Manion Forum
Broadeagt No. 282) Mr. Hunter, weleome back
to the Manion Torum.

Mr. HOUNTER: Thank you, Dean Manion.
What has become known as the Fulbright
Memorandum was never intended to be made
known to the public or 6 Government offi-
clala generally.  Yet, it repudintes the basic
conception of our form of Government. and
its implementations would mapke us a dic-
tatorship of a decelving, slyly-sophisticated,
self-proclaimed character. .

To my kuowledge, hothingso contempptihle
nor sa dangerous has ever hefore been at-
tempted in high places of the American
Government. It would kidnap our free
Government and subordinate it to the will of
& small, seif-considered elite who would act
in the name of the people, whether the pub-
He fiked it or not.

What distingulshes thin coup d-ctat is ita
subtlety and astreamilined approach. It
doesu’t rely on anything so crude as pPro-
clatmmed tntentions and the seizure of Gov-
ernment ofioes physieslly. Instesd, in ac-'
eordance with the sirategy of modern pey~
cholagical warfare, {t operates under oover,
clandeatinely, through word-of-meuth con-
tact in high pluces among those who have
the suthority to put it into operntion snd
lave the cunntngneas to befuddle the unin-
formet by double talk and s politically pious
Jargon, .

These are drustic stntements, I know, but
I knew of no other WAy (0 present the
ghastly truth about thia maneyver that,
through a streak of good fortune, became
known outside the lttle circle for whom
aloris it was intended. ‘The Putbright
memorandum was gottsn up in the Poreign
Relntions Gommlttee, without ths knowle
£dge of other members, and it was sent ta
the White House to be relayed to the De-
partment of Defense for {mplementation.

This is the sort of operatton, developed In
World War II, that was technically Xnown
es Dinck or gray because of it concenled
naturs, and It wes for yse nst the enemy
only. The target has now becoins the Amet-
ican press and publio.

The document makes {ts philosophy plain,
It ts simply this: The nuclear age Is asg~
sumed to have given rise two new,  UNprese-
dented probleras that can be bandlad only.
by & few in the know. What they, out of
thelr great wisdom, want done would be re~
Jeoted by the public if glven the opportunity
to declde. . v

Bo, circumstances have (o be created
wheroby Interpretation of existing statutes,
reyvialon or abandonment of our traditions,
and careful manipulation of prees channeis,
will make 1t possible to put these decisions
into effect anyway, with the appearance of
national consent. This will be “voluntary™
‘In- form—In the conditioned reflex manner
of the Paviovian experimonts with dogs and
Ughis. .

Whether 8cnator PuLskiant realives it or
not, this .18 the Communlst WAy, as pre-
scribed by dialéctical materisliam, with Fas-
clat arrogands edded to it. It ls Communasl.
Let us not be afrald to oall a spade & spada
on matters that detormine gur exlstence.

In the corriders of Lhe Senate, it \s catld
that Senatar FuiBRSHT docan't really feel
the .way the memorandum more than {me

Ho hadn'y realived 1t would bscome
public, or he would huve beea more carefwl
sbout the luuguage ured.

RZ
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D S S P K o e
TNsLeaq o corplreten

beet mce Meazy thal e hfiaie e 110 e
when the paper wus dis lvged by ithe ;
leally hercle efferts of  Benutor
THURMOND?  This wns a patriclic 1usLer
above srclonalism wnd 1, ge a [V 2SIT TS
nd it significant that it was « southerynr
who brought It to the attenttun of the Nu.
tlon. Sectionallsm has moved to the North,
I am afrald. Benator PUuLBrRIGHT aesumed o
hurt pose and esatd he was shocked to Yeear
the paper being referred to because 1L wasg
only & “personsd communication.’ Lat me
streen the quotatlon marks: thoge are hita

DOCOMENT SHOULD HAVE MEEN RETURNED BY
. WHITE HOUSE TO FULBRIGHT

I such a document bo a perscnal com-
municelion, then our (Government. lndeed,
fs on the way to being clrcumvented and
kidnaped. Frankly, it should have been
returned to him by the White Howse, Our
Executive Offices had no right to be a party,
direcily or indirectly, to any auch subter-
fage. :

The document should not have been sent
by the White House 10 that extremely cap-
uble organization man, Becretary of Defense
Robert McNamara. If it is true that Senator
FuLmwnT had already spoken with the Sec-
retary of Defeiise, who had requested that
the document be roused this way, it makes
Mr. McNamara & conspirator too. On such

. & fundamental matier, what right had he

to engage im circumlceution, circumvent-
ing the Congress, the press and the public?

The 13 milnutes avallable to e for this
talk do not allow time to read the Pulbright
memorandum, Listeners should make &
poirit of Anding out all they can about f
and the Incident. for it is glaring example
of the softening up beiuy attempted on the
American public, This s a saftening-up
process whather bur Fulbrighis know 1% or
not. Softening up is one of the two proc-
oss0d In bratnweshing, the other being in-
doctrination.

The softening-up of the Amerigan pao-
glbo has been going oun for some time now.

¢ grassroots, antl-Communist maovement,
being fought so bitterly by a Moscow-di-
rected, Red anti-Commnunist drive, ls aevi-
dence that Our people still retailn their
healthy tnatincts and thelr stnse of right di-
rection. These are under agsault. If they
can ho suffietently cripplad, the conception
of a gulded democracy or a controlled so-

. cloty, us sauglit, by the Fulbright memoran-

dum, will Bave Bo effective opposition,
Whet we muat reslize ls that the memo-
randum'’s implementation was begun at once

.by Mr, MoNatmara, ax Secretary of Defense.

His testimony before the Sonate Armed Serv-
cos Qommities, where I was present, was
full of evaslons. Thesa are harsh words,
but again, on this basic tssue, 1t would be in-
excusable If I did not make myself plain.
Hecretary McNamara haa the responsibility
ot repudiating ths Fulbright memorandum,
specifically making it plain that it 18 not to
be further used as s directive. IHe should
rescind what actiuns wers based on this
mcret document and return it to Senator
PuLeelantt. The Congresa, snd espectially
the members of the Armed Services Commit~
teo, have the duty to irsist upon this.
Senator PULBRIGHT owes himself A Belf-ex-
amination, A procedura which the Reds have
copled (ram us and perverted into s controt
mechanism. He should use 1t in the man-
ner of our Christian horitage. 1If he does not
belleve whas he put his name ta. if he had
been careless in his trust of ooliaborutors
or had been willing to turm over to others,
for thelr politicat ends, the channels of gov-
etnient made avallable to him by his high
eminent post, he should come out boldly
and repudiate the documient. He can do ho
lese il ‘he wishes tu detach himself from its
fundamentally un-Anmertenn concepts,
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